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Can theoretical work 
about recovery make 
an impact?1 
 
1. Conceptual: re-framing 
theory, epistemic positions, 
informing methodologies 
2. Instrumental: understanding 
political relationships and so 
influence policy-building 
3. Capacity building: informing 
skill development 
 
 
Where are the 
theoretical gaps that 
need addressing? 
 
1. Reframing liminality3, 
hybridity4 and communitas3 
in the context of recovery 
2. Understanding circulation 
of power/subjectivity6 in 
the context of recovery and 
co-production5 
 
Theorizing 
recovery in the 
context of co-
productive 
methodologies 
 
Can theory 
development co-exist 
with co-production?2 
 
Yes, by: 
 
1. Borrowing theory (extant, 
e.g. recovery capital7) 
2. Extending theory (what this 
research is doing) 
3. Generating theory 
 
So, what are the 
next steps in this 
research? 
 
1. Developing theorization of 
extant anthropological 
theory, e.g. problematizing 
existential communitas 
 
2. Qualitative analysis of 
primary and meta-
narratives of co-production 
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